REMARK S 

Applicants amended claims I, 5 and 7-9, and added new c a m »> N v i ms 5 
19-20, 30, 33, and 38-40 are original Claims 11-14, 18, 26-29, 31, and 35-3? were previously 

i ! ,v >1 i i d 

v nice action n as - . 2 jk ^, 
xo s > s on nled January 25, 2007, Applicants resubmit the 

ft »..ft**u* an,< ? tin > : s .»ro • ; h ^ tg remarks with the enclosed request, tor continue! 
exam nation 



35.U,SX:,ij.02 

Claims US, 7-9, 11,14, 16, 33 and 35-37 have been rejected under 35 U.S.C. |i«2(b) as 
being ■anticipated by WO 01/12889 CGunzel"). 

Applicants have amended claim 1 to more clearly define the scope of the claimed 
i\ e i n - < s eiftuee: v "|a} composite fabric article comprising ....-a 

fabric body of knit construction . . - having an inner surface and an exposed outer surface ... the 
>. si \ t ing a non-continuous coating comprising discrete coa 

pat c-n i » ore en no o v^.i v o 
^ » \ ^> < t n, v v !'ov> du^mp: edetennined regions of the fabric body prone to 
si < } id the exposed outer surface having one or more other areas 

v . v . ' t» *K ior-vontm.ias coating." Gunzei does not 

Gunzel describes a woven or knit fabric treated with a polymer applied to a surface of the 
ihb'tc {Oa i ^ C 1 e h ,v* A ~ ex c ^ J ~ a id Hun , *d -^no . i m . ( s>. 

^ a n \ i_ I 7 v. 

)ric is ( sed neb so hat the fi ten? > 
; ! n ik sut 2i Cm /cCl -sot de&cnoe ^ 

segi ems serial deposited in a predetermined, repeating pat nphasis 



\ppiit \ * x c N tc s s ~> cket \ 06/ 

V x , s 

Fsbd : November 4, 2003 

Hi.k \ h _ c v <>t ts-e pohmerie filaments destroy tin i 

v Cs v-^.t'ors oi\i d^eonima 

eriaT adhere* 3 ce, (5 ) - phasi dded) In 

m t 5 i the aj vouk have seen discoi a ed iron sing 

uikv i hi s ^ i i! t t. f x v , . <.fo - V 

« . >, h s. \n t^u i at )i>2i 

% lines 7-18), 

The Examiner maintains further that "Ganzel teaches reinforcing such apparel and 
heuk i\ t i ■ - h r,i'„ icccaUngs to areas, that ar^ Mibiec a ■ abrasion 

•Oil u, \ ^ J i. | a 4i Howcvcmu'iijs in ii„ i h unuln. 1 

h t 5 >■ s v > ! * v 1)1 i'liu. OSU_ <"n ( ! \ 5 { o> s 

s ' , eositcd ui one or more discn; c 

<> ^ v he m p > )v . l -mm a u i r 0 ,i >\ vc « 

■more other areas of the outer surface adjacent said discrete areas substantially free of the non- 
conthmous coating. Rather, Guazei describes the use of fine, lightweight non-woven webs to 
"minimize the distance between polymer areas, to provide for better local abrasion resistance as 
< M edge and generally in s." (See. e.g it 

> „* ' „ ; 

'These are not merely trivial distinctions. By depositing the non-continuous coating in a 
v claimed configuration provke? 
v ! - v » m terms of air permeability, moisture vapor 

transmission, and abrasion and pilling resistance. In addition, since the non-continuous coating is 

l 1 v w w n s s v one, I aung 

i n l i i i mo nnu K v. i v. 1 U v 

! >r v *. ro ie I air ?erme n- 1 t> a i ) 

nay benefit from - % le i same nrsc Wo ing foi iitYei performun 
1 s v s. n H s v v.1 u u v n mj tsoi xl h ' • las n a\e r r 

other areas. 
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imj 

h < < ^ - \t dieanis requeoi ^ > - , , u v. s t ids h 5 

S 4,3 nd 35 3 as eipatec by Gu el. ( 

on is nov moot with, respec to claim 16 

35 IJ.S.C. §102/103 

I 2 4 e eted uiuki 35 I'.SJ > N tictpatct 

\> ; ! !> N - . \t l'?u5 a- ivuv obvious over Gun; 1 *!. Applicants 

j k s , \ i > » \s ikUiitin - kvotk son oj Gun'e* \wih 

cspcv i 1 ' vt!,^ missing from Gunzel with respect to claim 1 are 

tns 12-13 ana 39-40 

dgec that Gut t.el d % c ed bound 

< - > N att th m 5 grams per denier," and suggests that "it is 

rcawmWe to presume that « t Li -meet properties are inherent." (Office Action, of September 6, 
2006 a ge 4 e s discus ed b< ii 1 

"[a] c tmpos s bs > iu k < o npt sing a fabric body of knit construction ... having an inner 
surface and an exposed outer surface ... the exposed outer surface having a non-continuous 

CO'.* I v v N >' >< ! ! i < \v< c'~ .suae 

■> Is C* JU IS j v S t v 1 

' k ! t. i ' 1 ! t ! 1 ! iS t v 

xt >se< outer st ce a\ is one o; more other areas adjacent said discrete areas substantially 

t ^ l i 5 O s J 'Oil s ' s u ' ia! ' i 

-> IH S ^ < k 1 ! I ! v L 1 ' 5 ! 

therefore, Applicant respectful 1> sxvpjcM that the < ejections of claim 12-1 3 and 39-40 as 




Claim 15 has been rejected undet 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Gunzei m 
view of U.S. Pat, 5,626,949 CBIauer"). Claim 15 depends from claim 1 and, thus, is directed to 
j t . e to > u ■ s - ....... ..ecmub i . id i c s K <. i -> k <. 5 ar nine: 

^ i niter suifacc ha - ^ ^ 

coating comprising discrete coating segments of coating material deposited so a predetenumed. 

c a* on exposed ontes so I c s i 

0 . \ > x o , u 1 to abrasion ans > ' , - Ov , f m i \ > 
exposed outer surface having one or more other areas adjacent said discrete areas substantially 

1 C „ , o u>at w " A pc so ! Knmg 4 n ^ -k I i ik v* w m*. 

■ > and B auer. 

Blauer describes woven, synthetic polymer fabric including a printed stratum (coating) 
a v 0 m a° v v,ve . ni o , , BKi >U< ~ 1 k -> s !s . < oO<.< 

eoi. 3, lines 42-45). 

The Exam jera* am lodged that Gan/e1 "fails to teach that the coating segments are. in 
discrete dots." (Office Action of September 6, 2006 at page 5). However, the Exan i ej .-• rted 
that Blauer teaches this feature and that "it would have been obvious to a person of skill in the art 
e<e« 5> Blauer for application, of the coating when used, with 
, ,w < , . t. i - u» maimai ^ tl e fabric's appearance w hi e still providing 
eim. ac \ ^ V 1 > S " f tnbet b 2o o page 6). 

Co n - r s to 1 i varr.mer's assertion, a person having ordinary skid in the art would not 
have been mom aied m :uud<f> Gtnmei by combining Gmreel with Blauer. As noted above, 

\ * s P J 1 Iklil „s I ^'HM)n SOS hti 

< 0O-'»-0 JO U 1 S <. ^ H 

Ot -\ i) «. i S.K It, inn he >C u ! 11/ O,- i ? 

v -ex >p k desirably altered and that further iim * una 
regular patterns is that disruptions in such patterns are prone to scrutiny. {See e.g.. id. at lines 
vt „ fit' t' hi pet ♦ ^ - m i nrvu 
•ntoduec ^ ->s i n i u <J lh« which can iend to cause accCeoacd v. car , 

v , a ; a* ' ics 16 hor at least these reasons a person of »d v k 



the an would not have been motivated to combine < mzei and Blauei n the mami s ested b 
the Examiner. 

Furthermore as warn t -\ nhout conceding that a pei am ) >vdnnu> I i the an w ould 
i is t 1 >n m !i <■ uvt i ^ i v< 

c s de< ill of the features of claim 1 let alone 

V _v V OliC OJ 

•! re e sue 

' \ > e - vdy prone to abrasion ant >■> 
s > m > ' v. v i ! i k <k ^ v. fu nor 

dn-scumunnocs for u>c m place of prior an coatings that covereu the entire ouaface of the fabric. 
(See, i e v i ?ot lit e \ \ > < i 

i v J * continuous coating (i.e., a patterns 

including brent s or discontinuities n the coating material) applied over the entire inner surface 
of the fabric 

ie B vauer, whether taken alone or in any proper combination, fail 
to .IvKaitv <>• angeoi eer and me^ bnaUKm of Applicants' chn'ni 15. In view of ihe 
' > i\ \ >p i> j s rcquc.v. aeons, deration and. withdrawn] of the rejection of claim 15 as 
in \ lew of Blauer. 

v a ,n 2 v. 'Uu .a am; or 5? t SO I*l3(a) at Xn r 1 Ma ^ un 1 
^ \h Our Ret IO63S-0G5G02). Apptia >.resume that 

dx s. <~ 2 i us ,iujuni ^ Gin 5 s 5 

i s , s * u' ( <, e' with n spi ^ 1 > < I < ^ r 

respect to dependent claims 1 7-20. 

Rock describes a double- face knit fabric article having a tecln aa dice fore ed b> a 
<-> < ! e ! tob tm and a tec iea back formed h\ 1 t lann mom bop 

rn, am our surface nee t both the technical face id techs \ k i 

abric 1 ek c.g lock a 1 ragraph; c 2 ?; s« «/ o FIG 2) 



Wife res £ h the Exan ns acknowledged that Gtmzt i 5 < mm 

u sep ' bo i5i 1 idds R > for teaching tb«; tsing 

t eel ik c circular k t u side 1 1 us c therm s Gerties (See 

Office Action of September 6, 2006, page 6; c*fw£ Rock at paragraphs 7 and 8) R \ art m ai n 
1 LvJn: Delias tot\v.\< as rv -tnett a <• ' than fbt 

000 v. < , % i .i\r >ia J. ooj v ars vvm v ..a.o ^ w . + Se 

1 \1 1 , V^K, i ■> 1 ! 1 \v ! n I L U ^ " 1 t > 1 v. 

acknowledges thai "Gunzel fails to teach that the loop yam is at most about 1 .5 dpi' and the stitch 
,<ti is J V ^out > ~mm .wwohi R-\v tbi teaching thai rhc oop wu:i m have \sic] adpf 
as low as 0.5 and the stitch yarn to have a dpf as high as 3.0" (Id, « /d.«g Rock at paragraph; 1 9 
and 20 i. However, Rock fails to provide the subject matter missing from the Gauze! reference. 

1 H L K X „ _ v ^ ' -U^C^l ' a nor t '5 ,! 1 v. L f S _ 1 >i s 1 SCK'U 

^ i i .posited in a pTuktesrn t.u xW )! 

more discrete areas, on [an] exposed outer surface, corresponding to pn ck t n net regions ol 

dn x\ p eras.. jM h e iu K ^wi ' it t iu'mi ^ 

one or more other areas adjacent said discrete areas substantially free of the non-continuous 
coating." 

1 >) x S a,,kN f * v.1 v . - 

;<•:... :K- - •■ > k J m few of Rock be withdrawn. 

; s > i bee- k ected under 35 I SC § 103(a) a being unpatentable over 
C 1^' n.od s?' v d } Vppli h pros ns 1 it thest c-jei ions are 

>>sud Ki o v t_ t h til' t Miliapv \ J4M i - *™ i 1 ' t'K 

uao n n sr , mm t < < ✓ w tin .^u to claim 1 are aGo nnssin* vuh aspect to dependent 

v oroacoo' j pel iuh s f, e fb^ ant*. 

1 x N i v i 4 1 ^ i 

Ida is directed toward a method ol d\nm a union fabric made wnh a polwediane e astfc fiber 
is lyeahle polyester fiber, and tc knit fabric obta 

n \ v \>e h< ^ „ -J at cot Limes 9 12). 
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! dner ackno ledge tl v 1 mi 11 ' 

yan; includes an elastomeric material on the outer surface," and apparently adds Mo tor teaching 
thai "the polyurethane elastic fiber may be used as a cover yarn for the polyester yarn." (Office 
\ctioa of V-p „ > < , \n a ~s 

With regart claims 27-2 (though tl n son ( <. s 
n^ L ~ , ,bt s m evxmunu m vinoui'o these rejected 

v. it r>t oi 

el pn >ascd 5 s E\a iner's reci \itio i it Gun/ei u > each thuf ic eiastomenc 

n}m a u< ad to the yam at the outer surface ... that the elastomeric 
material md around the yam at the outer surface [m&for} ftat spandex is added at. the 
outer surface in air jet cover." (Office Action of September 6 f 2006 at page 7). If these 

« 'lit; Examine} is re p« 
p< s -,r>omm i . k t ~> t i ^ c'i tr<- 
cent if, thai the Examinees assertions with regard to the Ido 
v aa.u are correct, tl e Ido referent e still talis to provide the subject matter missing with 
respect to Gunzel. Ido does not teach or suggest "a non-continuous coating comprising discrete 
< , < cpoutcd in a predetermined, repeating pattern in one or 
v. ^ ^ v i -o i 1 3 ec, correspond' - - e m> 

i < a v - " .a.dpdlsng during use ...and the exposed outer surface having 

•n X ^ v S l i l U' \ rivv I h ( i ' UU ^ 

coating." 

c, \- - fulh request t ut J c >c s I ms ot a ms 26-29 as 

uipat ntabie ovi. Gt ve n < lew of Idc be a thdrawn, 

s 3 e bee i under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as hen pan < 

Gnnzei in view of U.S. Pat. 5, 1 7 1,633 ("Muramoto"). Applicants presume that these rejections 
ie £> ner's interpr* ition >fGunze vith res| ct to ndsubn 
< j i j m v to l t K s ^ i | i 

e?.x em claims 3 51 



Muramoto describes a composite elastic filament including a sheath component 
composed of a fiber- ibrrmna 'barren I rsuc p v , Plv and core component compose , o*"a fmc 
! - t ' ei - \) u n> r col, 2, 1 rus "5 i a ; U "\ ns !aacWHleJ fc o t as 

V I '1 1 5 U O 1 ii liU I V I > Ul J' - ' 

? tnd that the core omp c m clastic roau as require 
by claim 3.1," and apparently adds Muramoto for teaching "'elastic 6 lament yarn [having] 
>> N ^jyurethane in [a] core eomporu ' 1 v ^ 

Vn? ix " * \' i ■ ! J i so* >rtOU" k .k>fi u i 

e , s- ; - .ux< » Gmod More specific a ^ \ r i ^' <f 

m co . v \r v p disci ete coating segments of coating material 

v > v. i m ueun a J' uik 'ea5 s , , N > s vv 

v t s. M o ' i [l 111 

I ^ u n t j pi. v. ii x st 

disco. ; x free of the ion-continuous coating," 

) v em e - rc spu. it h ^],to !h< fx qeJiO J. r n ' t Ks 
t 2 o ver Gunge! n view of Muramoto be withdrawn. 

ed ate.i 35 U.S.C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Gnmsei. 
nK < -a - . * I i .Hoo uKtnhu v iterrre t i v\ 

v ires missing from Gunzei with respect to claim I 

e a's s pt . ; to c aim ?8 

n» <.<KeU i. eliastt usl 1 a.if>! p -si or m 
the amount of about 1 J ounces per square yard" and suggests that "it would have been obvious 

> s optimize the mou? o <u< 1 Offi Action of 

v m > ^ 11 ^ibu^^jubiv ne ,a 1 m, ec 

v v sgg m < s co ti gee? spri-h § discrete co t ! ! 

) •> 1 1 " i a ■> ii ■> \t i m i 'i ! vs. a 

exposed outer surface, corresponding to predetermined regions of the fabric body prone to 
abrasion and -> dsn „ use ... and the exposed outer surface having one or more other areas 
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i ^. ^ substantial n r c I > i continuous to „ [ > - as 

o -> ( i I e 'v. v I <) >U „ n S \ i ivls i \s 

: ' ^ 

Applicants have added claim 62. With regard to claim 62, Applicants describe and claim 
a composite fabric article including mu Hi-fi lament interlaced yams forming a fabric body of knit 
v stn x\l is !, < <U^c n > f ^ j ,s * v ^ , - ^ I'iners %r 

leece tbn : sp<\sed outer surface having a non-continuous iafex a taring 

< 1 , ^ ateas on 

the exposed outer surface in a pattern corresponding to pred ermii 1 regions he ibric body 
none to abrasif «. u during use. The coating serves to bind individu* yam fibers 
u gethei i i bou ! y . ' t . i tance abrasion resista ice oi i\ < on e sm ac« 

v v ^ i << f ^ <.M 1 i.i^' 'VuC O M eO -I ' 

having a non-continuous latex coating. Rather, Gunzel suggests dial ; Yhe polymeric materia! 
applied to the fabric can be a polyuretbane, polyamide, polyester, pofyolefw, silicone, acrylic or 
the like."' (See, e.g., Gu&zei at page 5, lines 29-30). Blauer describes "a printed stratum of a ... 
highly flexible •.•lu>u«r ! ..a\ such as an acrylic urcthane, applied direct h to the inner surface of the 
^ ! 42-45). 

Vs-lo:^ , < s a non connr-n fmex coating 

ilu ^ \ v ^ , jtv i.a e which wdlnrg ate m? > ,n m - . ot fibers m 
etes ibric a eposittl s s \ poration thereby binding ibei o fibe in a non- 

c v d on the fiber suri » ndm fiber t iher contact 
u\ layer 

i imer. cl x.rth Gunzel and Blauer desct 

form three dimensional physical barrier layers on their respective fabric surfaces. I or example, 
Gimz.t lest v t < diow.s * cmuim at forms a thin layei nil ppeni * portion of 

le a man f the sp end js." («S 

Gubzelat page 3, lines 11-1.3; see also FIGS 1-7). Similarly, Blauer describes and shows a three 

? $ m) on the surface of the woven polymer fabric < g„ Blai 

FIG. 2; see also cob 3, lines 42-45;. 



c v ,iJ con gyration. 
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action is solicited. 

ibeften* he i ^ '"Irhi?, i ion f moi o i o 

oi Continued Examination are being paid concurrently 

Pleas*. s charges or credits t( Deposit Vccouni f 1 5 ;ferencn Vtto r 

»<<. i \o h!<oS.i>f^<K>i. 
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